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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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Status 

1 )^| Responsive to communication(s) filed on 23 November 2009 . 
2a )£3 This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^3 Claim(s) 49-85 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 49-85 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 
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10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



This action is responding to amendment filed on 1 1/23/2009. 



2. 



Claims 49-85 are pending and have been examined. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



4. Claims 49, 50, 52, 54-57, 59, 60, 62, 64-67, 69, 70, 72-75, 77-79, and 81-84 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Shaw (USPN 6,381,741) 
Per claim 49: 

Shaw discloses: 

A method for software configuration management for a computing device 
having an authentication status, the method comprising: receiving a request to load available 
software into an application area of the computing device (i.e. fig. 1 elements 50 and 70; col. 2 
lines 58-67); 

determining the authentication status of the computing device, wherein the computing 
device's authentication status is authenticated if at least one piece of the computing device's 
resident software has been authenticated, and the computing device's authentication status is not 
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authenticated if none of the computing device's resident software has been authenticated (i.e. col. 
col. 3 lines 40-65; fig.2); 

determining an authentication status of the available software, wherein the available 
software's authentication status is authenticated if the available software has been authenticated 
by the computing device, and the available software's authentication status is not authenticated if 
the available software has not been authenticated by the computing device (i.e. col. 41ines 6 to 
col. 7 line 46; col. 5 lines 34-41); and 

loading the available software if the computing device's authentication status is determined to be 
not authenticated and the resident software's authentication status is determined to be 
authenticated (i.e. column 5, lines 34-41, no requirement to authenticate resident software here; 
further column 3, lines 45-58, sometimes update regardless of "TrustData " bit, for example if 
"RunDownloader" is set; col. 3 line 45-58 system determines resident software corrupt and 
needs update as shown above available software is also checked for authenticity). 
Shaw did not explicitly state changing the computing device's authentication status to 
authenticated if said computing device is not authenticated but said available software is 
authenticated. Shaw demonstrated that it was known at the time of invention to make use of flag 
indicators for authentication status (column 3, lines 45-57; and column 4, line 45) and Shaw (as 
shown above) clearly demonstrates authenticating available code segments. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to implement the system of 
Shaw with a method of recording available code is authenticated (a flag) as found in Shaw's 
teaching. This implementation would have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art 
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would be motivated to make use of a common method/device (flag) of communicating/recording 
information (in this case is or isn't code authenticated). This action occurs regardless of whether 
resident software is or is not authenticated. 



Per claim 50: 

Shaw did not explicitly state that the authentication status of the computing device cannot be 
changed from authenticated to not authenticated. Shaw demonstrated that it was known at the 
time of invention to make use of flag indicators for authentication status (column 3, lines 45-57; 
and column 4, line 45) and Shaw (as shown above) clearly demonstrates authenticating available 
code segments. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to implement Shaw's authentication status to be unchanged from authenticated to not 
authenticated. This implementation would have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in 
the art would be motivated to maintain a correct authentication status. 

Per claim 52: 

Shaw further discloses: 

wherein the authentication status of the computing device is indicated by a flag (see above claim 
49; column 3, lines 45-57; and column 4, line 45) . 

Per claim 54: 

Shaw further discloses: the computing device's resident software comprises a plurality of 
resident software programs; each resident software program has a separate authentication flag to 
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indicate its authentication status; and computing device's authentication status is determined 
using the separate authentication flags of the plurality of resident software programs (see above 
claim 49; column 3, lines 45-57; and column 4, line 45). 

Per claim 55: 

Shaw further discloses: 

loading the available software if the computing device's authentication status is determined to be 
authenticated and the resident software's authentication status is determined to be authenticated, 
or if the computing device's authentication status is determined to be not authenticated and the 
resident software's authentication status is determined to be not authenticated; and rejecting the 
.available software if the computing device's authentication status is determined to be 
authenticated and the resident software's authentication status is determined to be not 
authenticated (i.e. column 5, lines 34-41, column 3, lines 45-58, col. 3 line 45-58). 

Per claim 56: 

Shaw further discloses: wherein the at least one piece of the computing device's resident 
software is unrelated to the available software (i.e. col. 3 lines 30-43). 

Per claim 57: 
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Shaw further discloses: 

wherein the at least one piece of the computing device's resident software corresponds to the 
available software (i.e. col. 4 lines 19-33). 

Per claims 59, 60, 62, and 64-67, they are device versions of claims 49, 50, 52, and 54- 
57, respectively, and are rejected for the same reasons set forth in connection with the rejection 
of claims 49, 50, 52, and 54-57 above. 

Per claims 69, 70, and 72-75, they are medium versions of claims 49, 50, and 53-57 
respectively, and are rejected for the same reasons set forth in connection with the rejection of 
claims 49, 50, and 53-57 above. 

Per claims 77-79 and 81-84, they are apparatus versions of claims 49, 50, and 52-57, 
respectively, and are rejected for the same reasons set forth in connection with the rejection of 
claims 49, 50, and 52-57 above. 

5. Claims 51 and 61 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Shaw 
(USPN 6,381,741) in view of admitted prior art (herein referred to as APA). 

Claim 51: 

Shaw does not explicitly state: the computing device's authentication status is represented by a 
hardware fuse; and the computing device's authentication status is changed to authenticated by 
blowing the hardware fuse using an electrical current, whereby the computing device's 
authentication status is not authenticated before the hardware fuse is blown, and the computing 
device's authentication status is authenticated after the hardware fuse is blown. However, APA 
demonstrated that it was known at the time of invention to utilize such a hardware fuse 
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(Specification, page 6, lines 9-22). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of invention to incorporate the teachings of APA into the system and method of 
Shaw. This implementation would have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art 
would be motivated to perform the well-known authentication techniques to check to determine 
the authentication status in order to improve the performance of a computing system. 

Per claim 61, it is the device version of claim 51, respectively, and is rejected for the 
same reasons set forth in connection with the rejection of claim 5 1 above. 

6. Claims 53, 58, 63, 68, 71, 76, 80, and 85 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Shaw (USPN 6,381,741). 
Per claim 53: 

Shaw does not explicitly disclose that the end user devices include a portable wireless 
communication device. However, it would have been obvious for one having ordinary skill in 
the pertinent art to modify Shaw's disclosed system to include such a wireless device. The 
modification would be obvious because one having ordinary skill in the art would be motivated 
to authenticate software in a wireless device by using the Shaw's authentication method when 
the wireless device is preferably used. 
Per claim 58: 

Shaw does not explicitly disclose that wherein the at least one piece of the computing 
device's resident software is operating system software. However, it would have been obvious 
for one having ordinary skill in the pertinent art to modify Shaw's disclosed system to include 
authenticate OS software. The modification would be obvious because one having ordinary skill 
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in the art would be motivated to authenticate the OS software by using the Shaw's authentication 
method for ensure the security of the OS before loading any applications. 

Per claims 63, 71, and 80, they are the device, medium versions of claim 53, respectively, 
and are rejected for the same reasons set forth in connection with the rejection of claim 53 above. 

Per claims 68, 76, and 85, they are the device, medium versions of claim 58, respectively, 
and are rejected for the same reasons set forth in connection with the rejection of claim 58 above. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 49-85 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
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however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to INSUN KANG whose telephone number is (571)272-3724. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-R 7:30-6 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lewis A. Bullock, Jr. can be reached on 571-272-3759. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Insun Kang/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2193 



